his workplace. Mr. Tyler could not recall the
exact nature of the complaints, but is rela-
tively certain that Mr. Cox related informa-
tion about hauling caps and powder on pieces
of equipment. He is not certain about any
other information related by Mr. Cox.
Mr. Tyler did not offer comment with respect
to the validity of any information offered by
Mr. Cox.

4." During the course of the conversation
with Mr. Cox, Mr. Tyler explained to Mr. Cox
that he is a surface mine inspector.  Mr. Tyler
told Mr. Cox that the Summersville field office
did not have jurisdiction over the geographical
area in which the mine where Mr. Cox worked was
located. Mr. Tyler explained to Mr. Cox that
the appropriate field office was in Clarksburg,
West Virginia, or Bridgeport, West Virginia and
that the district office for the area is in
Morgantown, West Virginia.  Mr. Tyler subse-
quently verified with his then supervisor,
Clyde Perry, that he had given Mr. Cox correct
and appropriate information and advice.
Mr. Perry agreed with Mr. Tyler. Mr. Tyler did
not contact anyone else with respect to his
conversation with Mr. Cox, including anyone
with Pammlid Coal Company or any other
inspector. Mr. Tyler did not even recall the
name of the company until he was contacted by
Mr. Cox and told sometime during the week of
October 13, 1986, that he would be subpoenaed.

5.  Mr. Tyler never saw Mr. Cox again or
heard from him after the initial conversation
took place until shortly after Mr. Cox was
discharged, when Mr. Cox again came to

Mr. Tyler's home. Mr. Tyler again recommended
that Mr. Cox go to the proper district office
if he had any complaint.  Mr. Tyler even
suggested that Mr. Cox go to the Mt. Hope MSHA
district office since it was near Mr. Cox's
home in Oak Hill, West Virginia.

6.  Mr. Tyler took no notes during any
conversation with Mr. Cox and cannot remember
specific dates on which they occurred, nor did
he offer any opinion or have an opinion
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